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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



1 The .Cowing is a Ration Che firs, paragraph of 35 U S C. 112: ^ 

2. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 v, 
indefinite for 

applicant regards as the invention 



3 The claims are so — as to precise a reasoned search „ the 

any phrase c— within parents is no, given p—e we,ght. 

ai m s1. 2 an d 6area l so M e«e b eoause t he y re* t he P hraseeage 

■There is no definition within applicant's specimen to indicate whatthe 



Claims 
margins 



dimension 



of an edge "margin" would be. 
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Application/Control Number: 09/319,438 

Art Unit: 1771 varies" 

c^i-aanaaa, — because*. re,er,oasubstancewh,ch 

stance vary' Does the composition of the 
in.heorossdireotion.Howdoesth.ssubs.ancevary^ 

subs ,anoeohan g eor d oes,heamoun,o„hesuhs,anoechan^ 

, late • What is a "blinding plate" and how does applicant ,n,end 
■masked" bv a "bi nding plate, wnatisa 

. ■ Bv "mask" does applicant mean cover part of a 
t0 use i, to "mask" a forming w,re7 By 

(or mingwire? Claim 4 suggests that both the forming w,re and b„nd,ngp 

, this the case or is the "blinding plate" somehow 

attached to the forming w,re? Ne,ther 

" aWaV,r0m? " ■ h .nitebecauseitrecitesthephrase-effectivewidth." Thereisno 
Claim 5 is indefinite because 

— — «-»■—- " 

different from the width? on the forming 

, • Rthpnhrase"aformingwiredisposedto...onxn e 
Wfth aspect to c,a,m 6 the phrase 
wire - is confusing and awkward. This phrase should be change 

out applicant's invention. _ ^ phfase 

Claims 6 and 7 refer to the "effectiveness of the mask. W 
m ean ? How is the mask more or less "effectiver 

Cairn 7 recites the preamble limitation "apparatus wh„e dep g 
3,j;:sdrawn,oame,hod.O i da P pl,cantin,end,orclaim7,odependfro m c,a,m3. 
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is the intended meaning of this word? Is applicant attempting 

comprising cement? „ f an niirant's 

board? , . . 

co it rpfers to the permeability of a mat to 
Claim 11 is indefinite because it refers to p 

, that varies How does the permeability vary? 
cementitious slurry that varies, now 



4 . Applicant is required to submit an 



amendment, which clarifies the claimed 



invention so 



that the examiner may make a proper 



comparison of the invention with the 



matter which is not supported by the disciosure as origin* filed). 
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Ap p,ica.ion,Control Number. 09/319,438 

r^-...— — ■"" 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - ^ ^ py 



6. 



„ . usc 102 (b) as being anticipated by Timms 
Claim lis rejected under 35 U.S.C.1UA ) 



(4415517) ' «nn of an inorganic fiber mat having a 

substance that the resi the 
forthab ove. h oweve rth ee X a mi ne ri n«e^s te .e mtom ea nth e 

material. 

C/a/m Rejectfons- 35 USC §103 

, « II S C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
7 T he following is a quotat,on of 35 U.S.C.IO* 

obviousness rejections set forth in .his Office action: f ^ as s 



, 9ar ere i ec,e d unaer35 U .S,,03(a,asbe,n gU npa,entableover 



8. Claims 
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AppWlon/CcnUCNunnber 09/319,438 

MUnit1771 ■ m * r -**~*°~«"" m0 ~'"~ 

substance (sundry - — > ^ are ea.u,va,enUo 

edg es o» a mat. ^ever he does ^ ^ ^ a , , 0 

• e Therefore it would have been obvious to a perso 

■ s as an obvious matter o, design cho,ce. 
masKtheedgeregronsasanobv 

„„SC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
• q 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. Wl < 
9 . Cla,ms 9-10 are r, , . (4141744) and JP-3120013. 

Conc/us/on 

• 

examiner should be ducted to Chns _ ^ ? ^ (o 4 pm 



666 , Th ee, m ineroannorma„vbereachedon M onda y 
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Appiication/Con.ro. Number: 09/319,438 

Art U * 1771 Mrfu | the examiner's supervisor, 

TeTO l Morris can be reached on 703-308 703 . 872 . 9 310 for 

re gular communications and - of 

2351. 



Christopher C. Pratt 
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